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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-24 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 9, 11-16 and 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chang (US 5,974,449) in view of Meffert et al. - hereinafter Meffert 
(US 2003/0037261). 

As per claims 1 , 2, 4, 13-14, 16, 21-22, and 24, Chang discloses a recording 
medium in which a program for making a computer execute processing, the processing, 
comprising: 

detecting a recipient's domain name of an e-mail to be transmitted with data 
attached to the e-mail from a recipient's address of the e-mail; detecting a recipient's 
server based on the detected recipient's domain name; (Col 17 line 1 - Col 18 line 8, 
Figure 14) 

detecting a response time of the detected recipient's server; (Col 7 line 62 - Col 
8 line 1 1 , functionality of 'ping') 
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deciding a format of the data to be attached to the e-mail depending on the 
detected response time; (Col 17 lines 40-45, Fig. 14: item 1414) 

reformatting the data into the decided format if a current format of the data is 
different from the decided format; (Abstract, Col 2 lines 6-32, Col 17 lines 1 - Col 18 line 
18) 

attaching one of the re-formatted data having the decided format or the current 
format data having the decided format as an attachment to the e-mail; and (Col 15 lines 
1-27; server includes the converted document in an email attachment and sends an 
email containing the attachment using the u-mail address to route the converted 
document to the targeted subscriber's server via the Internet) 

and transmitting one of the re- formatted data having the decided format or the 
current format data having the decided format to the recipient's address as an 
attachment of the e-mail. (Col 15 lines 1-27) 

Chang fails to disclose wherein the decided format relates to limiting the ability of 
a user associated with the email to electronically handle the data. 

Meffert discloses limiting the ability of a user associated with the email to 
electronically handle the data. ([0093]; [0108]; multi-page TIFF that is sent, encryp[ted 
with dissemination rules; Figure 3) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Chang to disclose wherein the decided format relates 
to limiting the ability of a user associated with the email to electronically handle the data. 
The motivation would have been to improve the security for delivering content 
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information between the sender and recipient in electronic networks so that the content 
information cannot be misused, misdelivered or misappropriated by rouge user. 
([0017]) 

As per claims 3, 15, and 23, Chang discloses a recording medium in which a 
program for making a computer execute processing, the processing, comprising: 

receiving a transmission instruction of an e-mail to be transmitted with data 
attached to the e-mail: detecting a recipient's domain name of the e-mail from a 
recipient's address of the e-mail based on the received transmission instruction; (Col 17 
line 1 - Col 18 line 8, Figure 14) 

detecting a recipient's server based on the detected recipient's domain name; 
searching a route to the detected server; (Col 17 line 1 - Col 18 line 8) 

discriminating whether a relay server having a prescribed property exists on the 
detected route; (Col 17 line 1 - Col 18 line 8) 

deciding a format of the data to be attached to the e-mail depending on the 
discriminated result; (Col 17 line 1 - Col 18 line 8) 

re-formatting the data into the decided format if the current format of the data is 
different from the decided format; (Abstract, Col 2 lines 6-32, Col 17 line 1 - Col 18 line 
8) 

attaching one of the re- formatted data having the decided format or the current 
format data having the decided format as an attachment to the e-mail; and (Col 15 lines 
1-27; server includes the converted document in an email attachment and sends an 
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email containing the attachment using the u-mail address to route the converted 
document to the targeted subscriber's server via the Internet) 

transmitting one of the re-formatted data having the decided format and the 
current format data having the decided format to the recipient's address as an 
attachment of the e-mail. (Col 15 lines 1-27) 

Chang fails to disclose wherein the decided format relates to limiting the ability of 
a user associated with the email to electronically handle the data. 

Meffert discloses limiting the ability of a user associated with the email to 
electronically handle the data. ([0093]; [0108]; multi-page TIFF that is sent, encryp[ted 
with dissemination rules; Figure 3) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Chang to disclose wherein the decided format relates 
to limiting the ability of a user associated with the email to electronically handle the data. 
The motivation would have been to improve the security for delivering content 
information between the sender and recipient in electronic networks so that the content 
information cannot be misused, misdelivered or misappropriated by rouge user. 
([0017]) 

As per claim 9, Chang / Meffert disclose the recording medium as recited in claim 
1 ,. Chang discloses wherein the program stored in the recording medium makes the 
computer discriminate whether the recipient belongs to the same organization of a 
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sender based on the detected recipient's domain name and decide a format of the data 
to be attached to the e-mail based on the discriminated result. (Col 17 lines 40-45) 

As per claims 11, 12, and 1 9-20 Chang / Meffert disclose the recording medium 
as recited in claim 2, and Chang discloses wherein the response time is detected by 
executing a connection status searching command against the detected server. (Col 7 
line 62 - Col 8 line 1 1 , functionality of 'ping') 

As per claim 18, Chang / Meffert disclose the e-mail transmission apparatus as 
recited in claim 13, and Chang discloses further comprising an original document 
reading apparatus to obtain image data by reading an original document, wherein the 
image data read by the original document reading apparatus is transmitted as attached 
data of the e-mail. (Col 1 lines 42-52) 

Claims 5-8, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chang (US 5,974,449) / Meffert (US 2003/0037261) further in view of Mai et al. 
(US 2006/0242311). 

As per claims 5-8 and 17, Chang / Meffert discloses the recording medium as 
recited in claim 1 . Chang discloses the program stored in the recording medium makes 
the computer decide the format of the data every recipient and format the data into 
respective decided formats. (Col 17 line 1 - Col 18 line 8) Chang fails to disclose where 
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the data is transmitted simultaneously to a plurality of recipients. Mai discloses where 
the data is transmitted simultaneously to a plurality of recipients. ([001 0]) At the time 
the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to where the data is transmitted simultaneously to a plurality of recipients in the 
disclosure of Chang. The motivation for doing do would have been to deliver IP 
multicast content to users via a non-multicast enabled network. ([0007]) 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chang 
(US 5,974,449) / Meffert (US 2003/0037261) in view of Dunnion et al. - hereinafter 
Dunnion (US 2002/01 991 1 9). 

As per claim 10, Chang / Meffert discloses the recording medium as recited in 
claim 9, Chang discloses wherein in cases where it is discriminated that the recipient 
belongs to an organization different from an organization of the sender. (Col 17 lines 
40-45) Chang fails to disclose the program stored in the recording medium makes the 
computer format the data into a format which is more difficult to edit the data than a 
format which is used to transmit the data to the same organization. Dunnion discloses 
the program stored in the recording medium makes the computer format the data into a 
format which is more difficult to edit the data than a format which is used to transmit the 
data to the same organization. ([0123],Table 4, Mail Commands, "Convert form MIME 
format into proprietary format for efficient transmission." At the time the invention was 
made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to format the 
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data into a format which is more difficult to edit the data than a format which is used to 
transmit the data to the same organization in the disclosure of Chang. The motivation 
for doing do would have been to provide for improved security for email communication. 
([0027]) 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chirag R Patel whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7966. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:00AM to 
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4:30PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Nathan Flynn, can be reached on (571) 272-1915. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 

the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 

for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 

PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 

Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 

http://pairdirect.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 

PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 

(toll free). 

/C. R. P.I 
Examiner, Art Unit 2454 



/Nathan J. Flynn/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2454 



